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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 9 recites the limitation "the ends of the arms" in line 1 3. There is 

insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 ,2 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over USPN 5,428,925 to Snyder in view of USPN 6,668,487 to 
Vesey. 

Claim 1: 

Snyder teaches a polymer composite basement door comprising: 
a polymer composite (Column 4 line 38) frame (10,Fig.1) positioned on a 
foundation surrounding an opening (20, Fig.1) adjacent a building structure 
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(22, Fig.1), the frame having opposed triangular sidewalls (12,14, Fig.1) having a 
base (26,Fig.1), vertical leg (vertical portion of side wall adjacent 22, Fig.1), upper 
sloping surface (16, Fig.1), end and inner and outer walls (Fig.1) and a header 
plate (sloping portion of top adjacent 22,Fig.1) connecting each sidewall, with the 
header plate and vertical leg adjacent the building structure (Fig.1); 

one or more polymer composite door leafs (40,50, Fig.1) hinged to the 
sidewalls (42,44, Fig.1) for movement between an elevated open position 
providing access to the opening and a closed position covering the opening 
(Shown open and closed in Fig.1). 

Snyder does not teach a polymer composite basement door comprising 
one or more through openings in one or both of the sidewalls and/or door leafs or 
other door assembly component; and one or more inserts in the through opening. 

Vesey teaches a basement door comprising one or more through . 
openings (13, Fig.1) in one or both of the sidewalls and/or door leafs (11, Fig.1) or 
other door assembly component; and one or more inserts in the through opening 
(20,30, Fig.1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have created a polymer composite door with one or more 
through openings if such an opening was necessary in the design in order to 
provide a source for ventilation, light, or security measures. 



Claim 2: 
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Snyder and Vesey teach the basement door of claim 1 (above), but they 
do not teach a basement door wherein the insert is a window. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have placed a window in the opening as Vesey states that 
the safety panel can be any material (Col. 4, lines 19-20). Also it would have 
been obvious to provide a window in the opening if a source of light was desired 
through the basement door. 

Claim 4: 

Snyder and Vesey teach a basement door of claim 1 (above), Snyder 
does not teach a basement door wherein the inserts may be changed without the 
use of tools. 

Vesey teaches a basement door wherein the inserts (20,30) may be 
changed without the use of tools (Column 4 lines 40-43). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have created a system for changing the inserts in the 
door, which was more "user friendly". If it were possible to eliminate the use of 
tools when exchanging the inserts it would have been obvious to proceed with 
that design. 
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Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
USPN 5,428,925 to Snyder in view of USPN 6,668,487 to Vesey in further view 
of Pub. No. US 2003/0150569 A1 to Pylkki et al. 

Snyder and Vesey teach the basement door of claim 1 (above), but they 
do not teach a basement door wherein the insert is a screen. 

Pylkki et al. teaches wherein the insert is a screen (10,20). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have placed a screen in the opening in the door if the 
screen was equipped with a frame and was suitable for that purpose. Also it 
would have been obvious to provide a screen in the opening in order to promote 
ventilation and light but to exclude insects. 

Claims 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
USPN 5,428,925 to Snyder in view of USPN 2,1 74,989 to Lyons. 

Snyder teaches a polymer composite basement door comprising: 
a polymer composite (Column 4 line 38) frame (10,Fig.1) positioned on a 
foundation surrounding an opening (20, Fig. 1) adjacent a building structure (22, 
Fig. 1 ), the frame having opposed triangular sidewalls (12, 14, Fig. 1) having a base 
(26, Fig. 1), vertical leg (vertical portion of side wall adjacent 22, Fig. 1), upper 
sloping surface (16, Fig. 1), end and inner and outer walls (Fig.1) and a header 
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plate (sloping portion of top adjacent 22,Fig.1) connecting each sidewall, with the 
header plate and vertical leg adjacent the building structure (Fig. 1); 

one or more polymer composite door leafs (40,50, Fig. 1) hinged 
(42,44,Fig.1) to the sidewalls for movement between an elevated open position 
providing access to the opening and a closed position covering the opening 
(Shown open and closed in Fig.1). 

Snyder does not teach a polymer composite basement door comprising 
one or more accessible elongated longitudinal slotted through openings in the 
base for fastening the base to the foundation and one or more accessible 
through opening in the leg for fastening the leg to the structure or to an extender. 

Lyons teaches one or more accessible elongated longitudinal slotted 
through openings in the base (elongated holes in base 23, Fig. 1) for fastening 
the base to the foundation and one or more accessible through opening in the leg 
(elongated holes in leg 22, Fig. 1) for fastening the leg to the structure or to an 
extender. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have formed elongated slots in the base and the legs 
where a connection to the foundation and structure is necessary in order to 
provide access space for the composite door to be able to expand and contrast 
with difference in temperature along with providing extra space to install the 
composite door. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 6-8 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 9-20 are allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 

After examining the claims and performing a detailed search, independent 
claims 9,11, and 15 all have an inventive step that was not found in prior art. In 
claims 9 and 15, the polymer composite basement door comprises a separate U- 
shaped header portion, which has opposing arms. This type of header is used to 
form a water gap that diverts water away from the basement door opening. This 
addition was not found in prior art. Independent claim 1 1 describes a polymer 
composite door, which comprises an extender that actually moves the composite 
door away from the actual structure of the building. This was also not found in 
prior art. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan D. Kwiecinski whose telephone number is 
(571)272-5160. The examiner can normally be reached on 9 am - 4 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Naoko Slack can be reached on (571)272-6848. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 



